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3 See 26 CFR 1.1502–77(a).

institution will not later be required to
repay this excess amount to the parent,
the additional funds received should be
reported as a capital contribution.

If the institution, as a separate entity,
would not be entitled to a current
refund because it has no carryback
benefits available on a separate entity
basis, its holding company may still be
able to utilize the institution’s tax loss
to reduce the consolidated group’s
current tax liability. In this situation,
the holding company may reimburse the
institution for the use of the tax loss. If
the reimbursement will be made on a
timely basis, the institution should
reflect the tax benefit of the loss in the
current portion of its applicable income
taxes in the period the loss is incurred.
Otherwise, the institution should not
recognize the tax benefit in the current
portion of its applicable income taxes in
the loss year. Rather, the tax loss
represents a loss carryforward, the
benefit of which is recognized as a
deferred tax asset, net of any valuation
allowance.

Regardless of the treatment of an
institution’s tax loss for regulatory
reporting and supervisory purposes, a
parent company that receives a tax
refund from a taxing authority obtains
these funds as agent for the consolidated
group on behalf of the group members.3
Accordingly, an organization’s tax
allocation agreement or other corporate
policies should not purport to
characterize refunds attributable to a
subsidiary depository institution that
the parent receives from a taxing
authority as the property of the parent.

Income Tax Forgiveness Transactions
A parent company may require a

subsidiary institution to pay it less than
the full amount of the current income
tax liability that the institution
calculated on a separate entity basis.
Provided the parent will not later
require the institution to pay the
remainder of the current tax liability,
the amount of this unremitted liability
should be accounted for as having been
paid with a simultaneous capital
contribution by the parent to the
subsidiary.

In contrast, a parent cannot make a
capital contribution to a subsidiary
institution by ‘‘forgiving’’ some or all of
the subsidiary’s deferred tax liability.
Transactions in which a parent
‘‘forgives’’ any portion of a subsidiary
institution’s deferred tax liability should
not be reflected in the institution’s
regulatory reports. These transactions
lack economic substance because the
parent cannot legally relieve the

subsidiary of a potential future
obligation to the taxing authorities.
Although the subsidiaries have no direct
obligation to remit tax payments to the
taxing authorities, these authorities can
collect some or all of a group liability
from any of the group members if tax
payments are not made when due.

Dated: October 14, 1998.
Julie L. Williams,
Acting Comptroller of the Currency.

By order of the Board of Governors of the
Federal Reserve System, October 29, 1998.
Jennifer J. Johnson,
Secretary of the Board.

By order of the Board of Directors.
Dated at Washington, DC, this 5th day of

November, 1998.
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation.
Robert E. Feldman,
Executive Secretary.

Dated: October 14, 1998.
By the Office of Thrift Supervision.

Ellen Seidman,
Director.
[FR Doc. 98–31179 Filed 11–20–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4810–13–P, 6210–01–P, 6714–01–P,
6720–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Customs Service

Proposed Collection; Comment
Request; Lay Order Period—General
Order Merchandise

ACTION: Notice and request for
comments.

SUMMARY: As part of its continuing effort
to reduce paperwork and respondent
burden, Customs invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
comment on an information collection
requirement concerning Lay Order
Period—General Order Merchandise.
This request for comment is being made
pursuant to the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104–13; 44 U.S.C.
3505(c)(2)).
DATES: Written comments should be
received on or before January 22, 1999,
to be assured of consideration.
ADDRESS: Direct all written comments to
U.S. Customs Service, Information
Services Group, Attn.: J. Edgar Nichols,
1300 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Room
3.2C, Washington, DC 20229.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information
should be directed to U.S. Customs
Service, Attn.: J. Edgar Nichols, 1300
Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Room 3.2C,
Washington, DC 20229, Tel. (202) 927–
1426.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Customs
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections pursuant to the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995 (Pub. L. 104–13;
44 U.S.C. 3505(c)(2)). The comments
should address: (1) Whether the
collection of information is necessary
for the proper performance of the
functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimates of the burden of the
collection of information; (c) ways to
enhance the quality, utility, and clarity
of the information to be collected; (d)
ways to minimize the burden including
the use of automated collection
techniques or the use of other forms of
information technology; and (e)
estimates of capital or start-up costs and
costs of operations, maintenance, and
purchase of services to provide
information. The comments that are
submitted will be summarized and
included in the Customs request for
Office of Management and Budget
(OMB) approval. All comments will
become a matter of public record. In this
document Customs is soliciting
comments concerning the following
information collection:

Title: Lay Order Period—General
Order Merchandise Cost Submissions.

OMB Number: 1515–0220.
Form Number: N/A.
Abstract: This collection is required

to ensure that the operator of an arriving
carrier, or transfer agent shall notify a
bonded warehouse proprietor of the
presence of merchandise that has
remained at the place of arrival or
unlading without entry beyond the time
period provided for by regulation.

Current Actions: There are no changes
to the information collection. This
submission is being submitted to extend
the expiration date.

Type of Review: Extension (without
change).

Affected Public: Businesses,
Individuals, Institutions.

Estimated Number of Respondents:
300.

Estimated Time Per Respondent: 15
hours.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 7,500.

Estimated Total Annualized Cost to
the Public: N/A.

Dated: November 16, 1998.
J. Edgar Nichols,
Team Leader, Information Services Group.
[FR Doc. 98–31237 Filed 11–20–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4820–02–P
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